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John H. Bosch apped s pro se from the district court’s denial of his motion
filed under Rule 35(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. The Rule 35(a)

motion challenges the sentence imposed following Bosch's conviction for
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interstate stalking in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2261A. We have jurisdiction
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

The district court correctly determined that the version of Rule 35 in effect
at the time of Bosch’s sentencing does not provide abasis for Bosch's
constitutional challenge to his conviction and sentence. See Fed. R. Crim. P. 35
(2000); see also United Statesv. Garcia, 112 F.3d 395, 397 n.3 (9th Cir. 1997)
(recognizing that applicable version of Rule 35 was inappropriate vehicle for
challenging sentence because the appeal did not involve correction of sentence on
remand or correction of sentence within 7 days).

AFFIRMED.



